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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 June 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E] This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) El Claim(s) 1-26 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 26 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-25 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 31 December 2003 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) £3 Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) D Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date one. 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060608 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1-25, drawn to a filter material, classified in class 210, subclass 505. 

II. Claim 26, drawn to a method of filtering particulate, classified in class 95, 
subclass 285. 

2. The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 

• Inventions I and II are related as product and process of use. The inventions can be shown to 
be distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1) the process for using the 
product as claimed can be practiced with another materially different product or (2) the 
product as claimed can be used in a materially different process of using that product. See 
MPEP § 806.05(h). In the instant case the product of Group I can be used in a process that 
does not require the gas stream of Group II . 

• Restriction for examination purposes is proper because of the reasons given above and also 
because (i) they have acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different 
classification, (ii) the search required for the respective groups is not necessarily required by 
each of the other groups, and (iii) their subject matter is recognized as divergent. 

3. During a telephone conversation with Jason Foster on 6-8-2006 a provisional election 
was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, claims 1-25. Affirmation of 
this election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office action. Claim 26 is withdrawn 
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from further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1 .142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected 
invention. 

Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the first line of the 
specification should include reference to the provisional priority. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-2, 22 and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Wnenchak. Wnenchak teaches a filter medium of polypropylene and modacrylic fibers 
(Technostat), wherein the fibers includes measurable amounts of extractable organic 
contaminants (lubricants, antistatic agents, etc) as in the table of col. 4, including amounts up to 



about. 1%. 
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7. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Brown (U.S. 
4,798,850), as evidenced by Wnenchak and as evidenced by Legare (U.S. 6,21 1,100). Brown 
teaches a filter made of "clean" polypropylene and "clean" modacrylic fibers in the claimed 
ratios. He also teaches that the second fiber in the ratios can also be acrylic (col. 1, line 36). 
However, as evidenced by Wnenchak expanded above, what Brown considers to be "clean" 
(substantially free) of extractables actually includes a measurable amount. (Wnenchak refers to 
the polypropylene/modacrylic combination as "Technostat". TECHNOSTAT is the trademark 
used to indicate the fiber filtering material of Brown, evidenced by Legare (col. 2, line 65 to col. 
3, line 6). 

As for claim 23, such is a product-by-process limitation. Applicant is reminded that "[E]ven 
though product-by-process claims are limited by and defined by the process, determination of 
patentability is based on the product itself. The patentability of a product does not depend on its 
method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or obvious 
from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior product was made 
by a different process." In re Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 
As shown above, the process of Brown still results in a product filter media having measurable 
amounts of extractables. Whether the process includes washing or not, the resulting product is 
the same as that claimed. 
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8. 



Contact Information: 

Examiner Mr. Terry K. Cecil can be reached at (571) 272-1 138 at the Carlisle campus in 
Alexandria, Virginia for any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner. Note that the examiner is on the increased flextime 
schedule but can normally be found in the office during the hours of 8:30a to 4:30p, on at 
least four days during the week M-F. 

Wanda Walker, the examiner's supervisor, can be reached at (571) 272-1 151 if attempts to 
reach the examiner are unsuccessful. 

The Fax number for this art unit for official faxes is (571) 273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) aL866-2 17-9 197 



(toll-free). 




Mr.' Terry K. Cecil 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1723 



TKC 

June 8, 2006 



